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uttered and recommended.7' Those who have atten-
tively read these papers will not think such praise
pitched, on the whole, too high. Perhaps the part
of it least thoroughly deserved is that given to their
supposed profundity of research. There are few
traces in the " Federalist" of familiarity with previous
speculations 011 politics, except those of Montesquieu
in the " Esprit des Lois,'7 the popular book of that
day. The writers attach the greatest importance to
all Montesquieu's opinions. They are much discom-
posed by his assertion, that Republican government
is necessarily associated with a small territory, and
they are again comforted by his admission, that this
difficulty might be overcome by a confederate lie-
public. Madison indeed had the acuteness to see
that Montesquieu's doctrine is as often polemical as
philosophical, and that it is constantly founded on a
tacit contrast between the institutions of his own
country, which he disliked, with those of England,
which he admired. But still his analysis, as we shall
hereafter point out, had much influence upon the
founders and defenders of the American Constitution.
On the whole, Guizot's criticism of the " Federalist "
is the most judicious. It is an invaluable work on
the application of the elementary principles of govern-
ment to practical administration. Nothing can be
more sagacious than its anticipation of the way in
which the new institutions would actually work, or